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REMARKS 

The title of the Specification has been amended to read: "An Apparatus for Aiding the 
Removal of an Adhesively Coated Web From a Rotating Roll." as requested by the Examiner. The 
Specification has been amended to correct typographical errors, including corrections to drawing call- 
outs for the roll (30) and roll surface (32). The Specification has been amended to reference specific 
patent applications incorporated by reference by USPTO application numbers. No new matter has 
been added to the Specification. 

The Abstract of the disclosure has been amended to cure the objection by the Examiner 
pursuant to M.P.E.P. §608.01 (b). No new matter has been added to the Abstract. 

Claim 1 has been amended to provide conformity of Applicants' claim elements with 35 
U.S.C. §112, 12. No new matter has been presented in amended Claim 1. Claim 8 has been amended 
to correct a typographical error. Claim 10 has been amended to provide proper Markush form 
pursuant to M.P.E.P. §803.02 and M.P.E.P. §2173.05(h). Claim 12 has been amended to correct its 
claim dependency to Applicants' Claim 1 1 and to provide antecedent basis for the claim term "filler." 
No new matter has been presented in amended Claims 8, 10, and 12. Claims 1-12 remain in the 
instant Application and are presented for the Examiner's review in light of the above Amendments 
and the following comments. 

Objections to the Drawings 

The Examiner has objected to the Specification for the cited informalities. By Amendment 
herein, Applicants have amended the cited informalities and request withdrawal of the Examiner's 
objections to the Specification. 

The Examiner has objected to Applicants' Abstract. By Amendment, Applicants have 
amended the Abstract accordingly. By Amendment herein, Applicants have amended the Abstract 
and request withdrawal of the Examiner's objections to the Abstract. 

The Examiner also requires a new title. By Amendment, Applicants have amended the title to 
cure the objections and request withdrawal of the Examiner's objections. 

Objections to the Specification 
The Examiner has objected to the drawings under 37 C JF.R. § 1 .84(p)(4) because the reference 
character "32" has been used to designate both a surface and a roll. By Amendment herein. 
Applicants have amended the paragraphs beginning on page 5, 1. 29 and p. 14, I. 7, of the 
Specification. Thus, the term "roll" is indicated as call-out "30" and the term "surface" is indicated 
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by call-out "32," as reflected in the drawings. Applicants request withdrawal of the Examiner's 
objection to the drawings. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §112 

Turning now to the Examiner's rejections of the claims, Claims 1-12 have been rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. §112,12. Applicants respectfully travel this rejection. 

Applicants are at a loss to understand the Examiner's rejection to Claim 1. By way of 
example, the Examiner states that, "Claim 1 discloses an adhesively coated web which is on the 
rotating roll, yet it also passes between the surface of the roll and belt. The web is described as two 
different parts, but are not claimed as such." (03/02/2004 Office Action, p. 3) Applicants are not 
claiming a web as two different parts; Applicants are claiming an apparatus for aiding the removal of 
an adhesively coated web disposed upon a surface of a rotating roll. Applicants further claim the* 
apparatus to comprise a movable belt disposed about at least a portion of the surface of the roll in 
defining a contact region. Further, when the adhesively coated web passes between the surface of the 
roll of the belt within the contact region, the adhesively coated web is cooled. Additional explanation 
is provided in Applicants' Specification. 'The temperature modifying apparatus 12, shown in Figure 
1, includes a belt.... The temperature modifying apparatus 12 is preferably positioned adjacent the 
surface of a roll...." (p. 5, 11. 29-33) 'The temperature modifying apparatus 12 is disposed such that 
the belt 70 is in contact with the working surface 32 of the manufacturing roll 30 for at least a portion 
of the circumference of the manufacturing roll's 30 surface 32." (p. 6, 11. 1-3) "As the web 15 passes 
between the manufacturing roll 30 and the belt 70, the belt 70 can heat or cool the web 15 and/or the 
surface 32 of the manufacturing roll 30." (p. 6, 11. 24-25; emphasis added) Based upon a fair reading 
of the Specification, drawings, and claims, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the 
Examiner's 35 U.S.C. §1 12, 12 rejection to Claim 1. 

Claim 12 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, 12 for not providing sufficient antecedent 
basis for the claim limitation 'the filler." By Amendment herein, Applicants have amended Claim 12 
to depend from current Claim 11, thereby providing antecedent basis for this claim limitation. 
Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the Examiner's 35 U.S.C. §1 12, 12 rejection to Claim 
12. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §102 
Claims 1-3, 7, 8, and 10 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over Demeter, U.S. 
Patent No. 3,239,367. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection for the following reasons: 

1. Applicants claim an apparatus for aiding the removal of an adhesively coated web 
disposed upon a surface of a rotating roll, the apparatus comprising, inter alia, a movable belt having 
a second temperature that is different from the first temperature of the rotating roll so that as the 
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adhesively coated web passes between the surface of the roll and the belt, the adhesively coated web 
is cooled. 

2. The Demeter reference is silent with respect to cooling an adhesively coated web. 

3. In fact, the Demeter reference provides a heating element 7 heated by a heating coil 7a so 
that the temperature of the carrier 2 exceeds that of the roller 5. Thus, Applicants respectfully believe 
that one of skill in the art would understand that a carrier passing between a heated roller 5 and a belt 
(or steel strip) 6 that is heated will produce a carrier 2 that is heated to a temperature that is higher 
than the temperature of the roller 5. (3:65-78) 

4. Further, there is no suggestion in the Demeter reference of cooling a web to a third 
temperature. This is because the transfer of the plastic layer from the roller 5 to the carrier is 
improved by heating the carrier with heating element 7. (3:70-73) Therefore, Demeter never 
intended for the disclosed apparatus to cool evenly, much less provide for an apparatus to aid in the 
removal of an adhesively coated web for a rotating roll, as claimed by Applicants. Demeter seeks to 
improve the transfer of a plastic layer to a carrier, not remove a web from a roll. 

Because the Demeter reference does not teach or disclose each and every element of 
Applicants' claimed invention, Demeter cannot anticipate Applicants' claimed invention. Further, 
there is no suggestion or motivation expressed in the Demeter reference to provide an apparatus for 
aiding the removal of an adhesively coated web disposed upon a surface of a rotating roll that cools 
the adhesively coated web. Therefore, the Demeter reference cannot render obvious every recited 
feature of Applicants' claimed invention. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of 
the Examiner's 35 U.S.C. §102(b) rejection to Applicants' independent Claim 1. 

Because Claims 2-12 each depend directly or indirectly from Applicants' independent Claim 
1, they contain all of its respective limitations. For this reason, Applicants submit that the arguments 
made above concerning the allowability of Claim 1 are equally applicable to the rejection of Claims 
2-12 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). Therefore, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the Examiner's 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) rejection to Claims 2-12 forthwith. 

Conclusion 

Based on all the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that each of Applicants' remaining 
claims is in condition for allowance and favorable reconsideration is requested. 
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This response is timely filed pursuant to the provisions of 37 C.F.R. §1.8 and M.P.E.P. §512. 
If any additional charges are due, the Examiner is authorized to deduct such charges from Deposit 
Account No. 16-2480 in the name of The Procter & Gamble Company. 



By: reter D.Meyer 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
Registration No. 47,792 
(513)634-9359 




May 3. 2004 
Customer No. 27752 
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